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prevalent in their own party that the threat of it was an audacious 1911
bluff, which had only to be called to prove innocuous.   As events Age 5
were now moving, every day made it clearer that Lord Lansdowne
would be unable to withdraw, unless he could say publicly that he
was no longer a free agent.
Evidently, then, he had to be told the facts and the sooner the
better. The first communication was made to him and Mr. Balfour
in conversation by Mr. Lloyd George on 18th July, and on the
following day the King's Secretary, Lord Knollys, visited Lord
Lansdowne at his request.1 Lord Lansdowne was apparently still
relying on the change of issue—the substitution of referendum for
veto—which he had told the King in his interview on 27th January
might alter the situation and make it " inconceivable " that the
Government should ask for a creation of Peers. At all events he
objected strongly to the idea then current that the Government
would reject the Lords amendments en bloc and return the Bill to
them " in its House of Commons shape " with the threat to advise
a creation of Peers in sufficient numbers to overwhelm their
resistance.
The reasons which made the renewal of the argument seem
desirable to Lord Lansdowne were naturally reasons which made it
•unacceptable to the Government. Ministers felt it to be impossible
to start again on the interminable debate between the two Houses
in order that their opponents might be given the chance of creating
a new situation at the eleventh hour. To do that would, in their
opinion, be not only to prolong the controversy unnecessarily, but
greatly to increase the danger that the King would be involved in
it. But they saw no objection to giving the Lords' amendments a
respectful consideration in the Commons, provided it was under-
stood that the Bill must be taken or left by the Lords on its next
return to them. Asquith was always sensitive to the difficulties of
opponents, and he was only too anxious in this way or any other to
make the necessarily painful proceedings that were now inevitable
as little embarrassing to Lord Lansdowne as possible.
But the time was short. The third reading of the Parliament Bill
in the Lords was on the 20th, and Lord Lansdowne had summoned
a meeting of Unionist Peers at Lansdowne House on the 21st. He
said, quite reasonably, that verbal communications were not enough,
and that he must have in his hands a written statement showing
exactly the state of the case between the Government and the King,
before he met his supporters on the 21st. On the third reading,
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